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iy. eobiectto makinz Maryland
, . ja-'-J of Hie weakh produced tjr lo- -

,j,.nd slave labor. Ihe upper m

:'r and bv far ihe richest and
1.-- , f nuhaz. i a country of free labor

slaves ia foond
Tr lexnani of Maryland

the lide-watei- a, where ex- -

and languor mark the impover
- n.nHjred bv alave laDor. w

'..;r.r.,A before that Balumo.-e-, which
'".. Iv. a lanre portioa of the wealth of

of it on cit zena ana me country

r..r i .csn ie&iia wholly reject Mi

fer'i csaTiparison between Maasachu-ac- i
for

Maryland. Nothiug could be the

erred ', respecung ine comparative part
be

iver.ess of free and Have iaDor,
;f h ca culauon were correct. To and

k: ho filIcious hia reaulu are, let us

, -- pose that the whole wealth of Massa.

r:e:j orAy double the asseased pro-vr:- v not

of Boston and Salem, which contain

tlLt more than one-eixi- of the whole
,cI:'e:;0n of the State. This would
!r,t -- 34 1,000,0)0, which, divided among
:r..(h inhabitants, gives the average aura

j j .5 io each. The assessed properly

t Msrjisad (Including more than 60,000
ltLt.) aaionnt to 202,003,000, which with

:s ied among the i09,00 inhabitants,

. .es W0 to eacb irihabiunt of the Siate:
"r..iT. cerjinly proves nothing in favor of
;.;v!-v- . If on'y the lave4iolding portion

Marvlani. in the lower and Eastern
:..;f of "the Stiie, had been included in the
tseanerit, the result would have been far

ks on the side of slavery. Like Mr. their

F.s:.e-- . vie Lave taken the population of
:: Su.es from the returns of the lart

He next compares New York and Vir-- i But

L i. Here we find, again, his character'is-.- ; of
luMer.eas and inaccuracy of atatement. have

He pve'.y tells us that New York and on

Y.ri.nia " are not materially different" in for

,i:t' i cf terdiory; when he knew, or
y.r.: t) lave knrwn, that Virginia is

.i ti.in New York by 20,0)0 square
.r, whih ar.y u.an of common faense

vjuld call a material d.fference " in the
i cf two Suites.

By e s.;u!ar proces be makes the free

pjp of Virginia about three times as rich one
as t:.t people of New York. As a speci-o- i

Mr. Fisher s statistical legerdemain,
f rail qcr.e his own words:

Her (Virginia's) free population in 1S-40- ,

i rrd.r.g to the census, vu 790,810, and half
rr property rxw ebout t? 600,000,000.
T vr. '.'nn fif VnrW In Ifiifl
t u 2.425,021, and her property is assessed
t; M32.0ifj,yj3. The average property and
c: a free person in Virginia is 8758; in
New York it is only 2C0, or a little more But,

that..'.sr.

Tr.ii ii Mr. Fisher'a method of coming
r tr.e average wealth of the people of two

Sj Ji tissue of statistical aophia-t-rj

i- -i absuidity we have never before
r..

4.et cs' analyse h's borrowed estimate of
?:;".) in Virginia. It was Prof. Dew's

fe and extravagant estimate, 15 years
ip, when an expanded currency had eral

prices in general to an enormous ter,
-- r.:ti, and when the cotton mania in the
i.-- :: vest had raised the prices of alaves

aire enormously. irgima bad then in
473,000 slaves, and the false esti- -

of their value waa prodigious.
Tm titraordinary swell of prices this

e Kticn of the bellows that blew up
ptlaiive value of Virginias treasure

--a- hordes of alaves geve Prof. Dew a
spportunity of magnifying what he

- a:tred as one of the greatest social the
: r.i ihe palladium of liberty," a
a ..d it, it slavery, by which we

li'ivs to undersund, the slavery of the
can, for uhite slavery is an abomi. of
Torse ttan death, and hk free-toi- l

oe resisted at all hazards."
know that since tiiis period of that

prices, the money valuation of pro-J'--
y

j.Virgin,. Las greatly declined; and
If all, land East of the Alleghany
-J- t'xni, and ttve8 W(7 wj,ere jlMe by

k
u(about half their former prices. for

ts jg:nia lands generally have lout era.
r1 r in cash value, but in teal value,

exhaustion of their original the
--- J. The aame efTect has taken place we

"-- , but a Jess extent, in the V alley an

t J VVfof the Alfegtianic.
tl dlffiCTilt now to make out a
,.' V "A valuation of the property but

rnount to 1230,.
mut T7 much' of the'M included in such a valuation is

yielding at present no profit by
More balf Und

n'JI ' Weend enproductive, and

a? . tatit pfoduce but for

Tfi PTuUCerat "me 'fi-.B- e

r
6 ar,reftt" Pto( the and

-- : bewTfc . mue Pucuve of pre
owners, that its valuation

of .
on a speculative esti-- and

H tw
cansntu u a profit when is

country ahall be it
its industry more

T DirectX
ijihVir . e State contains

. , ftccing to the last

sJ"S1'41. f whom a large
fcu. LuSer'lI.meD 'laveholders and

ft2u lnol: and mDy fssJ.. neP omen of the

.
on the ave.even vs, acres nrn1ii.ti tW.m furve , r-- - Wl,

kr in an producuve state. Thu But
oi ac rs in a productive state

the

VJ,! othn pro,?.fl:Cil,tnn, Bu

are liberally talued at 8 an acre, rukin
1 64,000,000 for the value of the land
that now contribute to the "support an
comfort of tie population. But as ih
wbmo ianaa toiitnoute a little in the way
ot pasturage, we put the value cf the pro
duetive lands at $70,000,000. To this
add the value of town lots and bou
say 30,000,000, and we have a cash valu
ation of the productive real estate amount- -

ngto 5100.000,000.
The wealth of Virginia is known to con

ist mainly in land and slave. But wh at
shall we say of the slaves a.i tn element o
wealth ! How much richer nre the ciu
zena cf Virginia by means of their alaves
than they would be with an eoual populs
tion of free white laborers in their stead ?

Experience and observation tell ua that
ihey are no richer, but poorer. Yet for the
reasons before mentioned, the slaves aie
valued at a lartre sum. They are a mar.
ketable commodity a chief uteple 6t ex
portation. Richmond is now the trcate'i
lave market in the world; and half ihe

State....is a sort of eereTal shambles, inv -
which this human live stc k is cuirentlv
bought and told, both for domestic use ard

export. We must, therefoie, consider
slaves of Virginia as constituting a
cf her available wealth, though it must

admitted that she would be wealthier
happier, and ere long uvice as popu- -

ous, it she had not a sieve within cer
bounds. As breeders for exportation, if

es laborers, the slavrs of iiginia con
tribute to the wealth of their niavters. We
will, therefore, value the whole stock of
Virginia 150.000, at 200 dollars a head,
including all ag8, sexes and qualities,
which will make the large sum of $90,- -

000,000. This estimate is too hieh, we
now; but we will let it pas8. It agrees

Mr. Fisher's, if the 400,000,000
printed in the note before quoted, tie, as we
suppose, a misprint lor 3 100,000,000,

w hicb he values the L'52,000 slsves
is being an averse of nearly 3100,

which is rather above the avenge price of
healthy middle-age- d slaves. Those net
taxed are a charge, and no small one. urxni

ma&ters. Therefore f 90,000,000 is 3
beral allowance fur the slaves of Virginia.
It is impossible to make an accuiate esti

mate of the personal property of the State.
as the obiect is to com rare the wealth

Virginia with that of New York, we
in the New Yoik aa&cument a criteri- -

to which Mr. Fisher carnot object:
he uses that assessment in his calcu

lation. In that assesmenst the real estate is
valued at five hundrtd and nine and a hal '
millions, and the personal es'ate at one
hundred and twenty --one million., coumiJ.
erably less d.an one-fourt- h of die ieul es-

tate. At this rate, the personal estate in
Virginia would bo lew than one-fourt- h of

hundred millior.?, but let it be twenty-fiv- e

millions.
If this be thought too little, because it

allows to each free inhabitant an average
personal property of only thirty-cn- e and a

dollars, including poor folks, frte ne-grr-

wmI vttiiUicij, we oJnxit tiiBi h ia ap-

parently less than the truth, but not very
much less; for the class of poor white folks

free negnea is very large, and many of
them are nt worth five dollars a head.

on the other tand, we are confident
the New York assessment of personal

property is equally defective. Let us remem-
ber that the inhabitants of New York city-ow-

an immense amount of movable wealth,
including house furniture, carriages, horses,
ships, boats, machines, materials of manu-
facture, goods, wares and merchandise,
money, bank stocks, and other stocks, cc,
&C, &c and that the State containsev

other cities, such as Albany, Kocher
Buffalo, Troy, Hudson, Schenectady,

etc., larger and wealthier than the Vir-

ginia dues; and that New York poefl?es
her canals and railroads, a fund (wealth,

probably equal in value to all the personal
estate in Virginia; for her grand canal alone
yields the State a clear revenue of $ 1.5C0,-00- 0

above the interest of the canal debt.
This proves that the assessment of persona
property in New York included only cer-
tain kinds, subject to taxation, or else that

valuation was far below the truth.
Having discussed our data, let us now

calculate the results. -

Value of property in Virginia exclusive
waste, unproductive lands, viz: real es-

tate, 100,000,000; slaves, 90,000,000; per.
sonal property, rated proportionally w.th

of New York, 25,000,000 total
215,000,000; which, divided by the popu
lation in 1840, 1,240,000, gives $173 a
head. The New York assessment gives,

Mr. Fisher's calculation, &2G0 a head
the average wealth of the New York- -

If, like Mr. Fisher, we improperly omit
slaves of Virginia es population, while
add them as property, the result will be
average slightly over that of New York,

inntAd of Mr. Fisher's absurd :75S a
head But this way of making property,

not persons, of the slaves, ia inadmissi-
ble, as we have shown.

Mr. Fisher endeavors to bolster up his
extravagant calculation of Virginian wealth,

refeience to the ceaius returns of annu-
al products. -

On page 6 he says, 'According to the
census of 1840, Virginia witb a free popu
lation of less than one-thir- d of New York,

a capital something Us, produced
from the various branches of her industry,
more than half the product of New York,

as the total population, slave and Tree,

only atout one-hal- f that of New York.
is clear that, after deluding the annual

consumption of ItoUt, irgima will have a
larger proportional surplus remaining, io
augment the stock of her permanent prop-
erty.

For the 'slipshod' assertions of ibis pas-sar- e,

Mr. Fisher gives us no authority. Ac
cording to Professor Tucker's valuation of

agricultural products of Virginia and
New York, as reported in the census, the
total value is for Virginia 69,000,000, imd

New York 108,000,000, making the
former a little more than half the latter.

as Virginia gives a much larger propor-tio- n

of her labor to agriculture than Nsw
York does, Professor Tucker, when be adds

estimated values produced by manufac-
turing and commercial industry, makes the
total products of industry in Virginia
amount to $75,700,000, end in New York
to e 193,806,000; which divided reaped,
fvelyiby the population of each State,

Americas Almanac, 1849, pip 243.
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: oiak.es the. avernga product of industry in
all branches C2 head in Virginia,, and
JU a head ork

We have luretofoie, with a view to this
same

.
'
inquiry retpeciiiig :the average pro--

t a I I ii .iuucis oi iauor, cureiniiy examined me cen
sua tab es, and Mr. Tucker's valuations,
specially in reference to agricultural pro

ducts, and we say with confidence, that
Mr. Tucker made too high an estimate o
the ralje of agricultural products in Vir
gmia. lie made no allowejice for an enor
moua blunder in the returns of hemp and
Lax rai8i in V irrinia, by which her agri
cultural products were over rated to the value
ot atout a million and a halt cl dollars in

single Uem; and he set too high a value
on several important articles of produce, es
pecially in west Yueima.

ii ji it would le tedious as it certainly
ts unnece-sax- at presentto discuss this
matter particularly. Mr. f whir has given
no proof, authority or explanation of his
statements.' He deny their correctness
Let him attempt to prove them, and we
shall, if Providence permit, have something
more to say on the subiect.-

V

out
. . .

we must notice
.

ho eliblv
-

ha makes
me lollowm? assertion: " ts dear that
after deducting th.j annual consumption
of both States, ts if he knew, and had
made known, what that consumption
umoun:ed to, Virginia will have a larger
uoportional surplus remaining to augment

As this a bareless assertion, we might be
content to call it so, and pass on. But it

fiords us occasion to make some remarks
on the different habits of consumption in

ie i.oi tn ana me "oum.
It is well known ihat the people of the

lave-holdin- g States are halitually more
roiuse and wastetul theii .

in
. ..- -

consumption of

i
man the -people ot the free

.
States.
. .

Slavery generates everywhere the habits of
indolence,! negligence and carelessness,
which cause frequent loss and constant
waste. He that consumes that which he
has not labored for, is naturally profuse

nd wastelu.. lie that depends on his own
abor for supplies will take enre of what

he makea, and consume it economically.
because he mast replace bv the sweat of

s biow ibat which is lost or wasted.
lence, in frte States, though some do not
abor wi;h their hands, yet the necessity of

economy and carefulness which presses on
tie laboring cusses, d ill uses through all

rosea ol socie ty more or less of the same
jabits. On the contrary, in a society
where the slave-holdin- g class consume at
leisure the fruits winch the servile class
ator for,, and the servile cla.u have little or

no interest in ihe fruits of their labor, both,
Ho n the operation of contrary causes, fall
nto habits of wasteful consumption; the

master because he does not feel what it
costs to produce, the slave becau.se he does
rot tave his labor by care and economy.

ven trie poor white folka in a slave-hol- d

ing community (all into improvident and
watiUiful habit by imitation, by ignorance,
and by abjectness.

Ui course all general observations of
this sort are to be undetstood with eicep-t'nnj- .

There are careful and economical
iridividuals in a slave-holdin- g society, as
there are tpendthrifts and wasters in a free
State. e speak of what is general, not
oi what is un.versal, in differently consti
tuted societies of tendencies, not of uni
form e fleets.

Hence we cannot judge correctly of the
progress of werJth in a State, from the ave.
rage products of labor, without comparing
theae with the prevalent habits of consump-
tion. What ii true of individuals, is true,
alrto, of communities in this respect. If
farmer A. makes 5,000 bushels of grain
yeaily, and farmer B. 4,000, it does not fol-

low that farmer A. is growing rich faster
than farme r B., nor that he lives more com-

fortably. Even if they make these different
crops at the same expense of labor, still
farmer A., by wasteful consumption and
losses by negligence, may sell leas and en- -

joy less ot his crop than larmer 11. sells
and enjoys, out of bis by care and econo-
my. The same principles apply to the
production, as well as to the consumption
of crop. Indolent farmer A., with his
horde of slaves, may raise 5,000 bushels,
but his far lily aud his slaves may in the
meantime have consumed and wasted 3,000;
while farmer B., who raises 4,000, may
have done it at an expense of only 1,500
bushels.

Another circumstance of importance,
though vell known in the slave States, is
seldom noticed in arguing upon the econo-
my of slave labor; and that is, the prac-
tice, so general among slaves, of "picking
and stealing,! from their masters, on the
principle nat they work for more than
their m&stcn allow them, and that they
may righuuliy help themselves; and sec
ondly, from the white people generally, on
the principle that the black people are
wronged and oppressed by the white peo-
ple as a class, and may, therefore, justly in--

demnify themselves out. of the property of
those w ho co not allow them the right to
have property not even in their own flesh
and bones. Such is slave morality. Of
course we, disapprove of it; but wo cannot
beat it out of the understandings of the
alaves. Hence, in a slave-holding- ; commu
nity there is an almost universal system of
secret plunder carried on by the si aven ; nor
is there any way of preventing it. It is in
every department or the house, from the
kitchen to the parlor, from the cellar to the
garret. ft Infests the'dairy, the pantry, the
hen-rcos- t, the corn-crib- , the potato-patc- h

like the rat it creeps into holes like the
wolf it attacks the flock like the blight it
destroys the, ripening corn.

To the credit of the poor slaves espe-

cially the house servants," be U spoken,
man)' of those who are kindly treated, and
supplied with a reasonable share of com-fort- s,

' are strictly honest." ' But neverthe-

less, the whole land in which slavery ex.
ists is infested with thieves in ' a much
higher degre e than the free States generally.
Some bast) white folks take advantage of
the thieving propensity of the slave and set
them t stealing for their benefit. -

,

Is it any wonder, then, that Virginia,
which produces in the aggregate a great
quantity of animals, and grain, and tobacco,
make a scarcely perceptible pidgress in
wealth and population, while the free States
that taake' less1 show of agricultural pro-dn- ca

are still thriving by industry and
...,:f "economy?

If Virginia were half as wealthy and

KY.: SATURDAY,
prosperous as Mr. Filier pretends; emigra.
uoa from her boundaries wonld cease1; for
why then should her-peopl- e fly toother
countries! Wrere could the members of
' tha richest community in the world ' fas

Hi-- n il., -- -.ur. r . cans mem) where could they bet.
ter their condition ! And why (for it is a
isci; mould lands In most parts of old
Virginia be constantly dsclinlng in value
Ilut enough, It is useless to batter the
dead body f an argument that never hd
animation enough to make it stand erect.

Finally, he toniDsres Ohio and Kentuek v
in point of waalth, and here he pursues
trie same method of comparison. Here he
arids State assessments of taxable ororjenv.
and applies thes without enquiring how.
or on what pnntjples tliey. were made;
whether they incluch, the same or different
species of properly; wfcether the same s pe-cia- a

of property was valued upon the same
or some diflerent principle in the two
oiaies; at nail their market price, as in
some States, or at ther'r full wlue,.a4n
others; wLHfcef land, fcr example, is val-ue-

d

piece by piece, without reference to a
classification of qualities, or whether each
piece is referred to one of a few classes of
qualities, and valued at an arbitrary price
uii,i.eu io mm quaiuy, wougn it may De
worth twice as much as other pieces in.
eluded in the same class.

These diflerent method are pursued in
diflerent Stales. Hence, vithout an analv.
sis of these assessments, n safe conclusion
can be founded on them, concerning the
aggregate wealth oi a Slate. They are
designed only to determine what propor.
tion of the taxes each holder of taxable
property shall pay, and this can be deter-
mined as well when the property U assessed
at half its market value, at when it is rated
at its whole value. Mr. Fuher oavs no at
tention to these considerations. Finding
that the assessed value in tvo States suits
the purpose of his argument he looks no
further; he falls to calculating straightway.
Putting in the slaves as propeay, and taking
them out as population, he gives the slave
Slate the double advantage of this ingeni
ous device; and finding by long division
that the treemen ot ine slave Sate nave a
greater average share of assessed values
than the capiialista ind the laborers of the
free States have, he concludes at once that
the slave State is wealthier. There is no
more to be said or argued on the subject.
except to close, like the geometrician, w ith

(juod erat demonstiandum that is what
had to demonstrate. It is done.
But the variation of the assessments in re

gard to the species of property assessed,
and the principles on which its value is
rated, are not all that should engage our
attention. i lie obiecl is to discover
whether slavery does or does not promote
the wealth and prosperity of Stales. This
cannot be determined by the simple fact
that the people ol a certain slave State
have at a certain time a greater average

ealth than the people of a certain free
State; co, not even when both are Western
Cum.. Ontot. k:;.i aui geographical
and social circumstances are to be taken
into consideration. The number and densi-

ty of the population are also important

Mr. Fisher's principles of reasoning on
this subject lead inevitably to the conclu
sion that it, in a district ol a Uiousand
square miles there be 100 white persons
holding 500 negro s aves; and in another
district of one thousand square miles there
be 50,000 Tree inhabitants; and if the pro-

perty in the formei district, including land,
aves and personal property be assessed at

its full value, amounting to f 100,000,
making an average of 31000 to each
white person; and if the property of the
atier d strict be assessed at the half of its

value, amounting to $ 10,000,000, or an
average of two hundred dollars for each
inhabitant no slsves existing there; then
it is demonstrated thec the people of the
lormer district are exactly nve t.mes as
wealthy as those of the latter! Yes, just
five times as wealthy; and though the two
districts were equal in soil, in age of settle-men-t,

and every circumstance thai could
equalise the means of prosperity in the
two: and therefore (here comes the gist of
the argument) therefore slavery is adapted
to produce five times is much wealth and
happiness as free labor. Can Mr. Fisher
refuse to go this length without diparting
from his principles of argument?

Js'ow let us consider those circumstances
before alluded to, which ought to modify
any inference which might be drawn from
the average wealth of the bee people in
the two States of. Ohio aad Kentucky.
With the exception of Louisiana, there is
not in the Union a slave-holdin- g State that
ought, in proportion to its age, to possess so
much wealth as the State of Kentucky.
The wonderful fertility and beauty of the
one-hal- f, of this State, drew into it, frc-u- i 40
to 60 years ago, a large, emigration of
wealthy slave-holder- s from Virginia and
Maryland. If anywhere slavery can be
profitably used, it is in the opening and
cultivation of a new soil of such exuber-
ant richness. Here, then, waa an early
and most advantageous opportunity for ac-

cumulating a high degree of weal.'h in the
bands of slave-holde- rs ; so as to produce a
large average when the

,
white people only

were taken into ti e account. .1 his ave-

rage has been raised by the effect of slavery
upon the movement of the' population.
The rich lands of the interior kave been
gradually , monopolised by slavi holders,
and the poorer clasa of white people dri-

ven off, as in old yirginia, to other
countries. . It is only the poorer lands on
which many poor wbile people am now to
be found; while as yet slavery has not bad
time to produce its most deleterioiis effects
on the country. Here, then, the slave-holdin-

g

system is just In' its most advantageous
position to nhow a large average of wealth
among the white inhabitants of at least the
populous purts of the Stale. "r , ",

Now let tis look at Ohio. Its sittlement
did not fairly begin until Kentucky was al-

ready considerably wealthy and populous.
Slavery being prohibited, no wealthy slave-
holders could settle there with their peculiar
sort of property, to exclude white men, and
well the 'assessment by valuing tie black

population at so much a; head. : Ohio was
the poor white man's place of refuge. Few
of the emigrants possessed much more cap-
ital than' would pay for' their land,' many
not to much as that. J Such 'emigrants, be-

ginning 20 or 30' years later than the Ken-tuckian- s,

have .not had balf the time and

JUNE !), 1849.
means of the Kentuckiana to accumulate
property. - Within the latCD years great
numbers oi poor laborers nave flocked to
that Mate lor employment. : What baa
been the consequence? Ad increase of
population beyond all precedent a growth
oi improvement, oi wealth, and or genera,
prosperity never before resulted in a similar
case. la little more than half the time,
me aggregate, weaun ol Ubio baa grown
from , almost nothing to a value twice as
great as that of Kentucky, slaves excepted.
We speak according to the assessments, be
they right or wrong. True, the average
wealth of the population it much inferior to
that of the Tree Kentuckma. How. in su
circumstances, could it have been otherwise?
But let us consider what a vast amount of
aggregate wealth the people of Ohio
have created within 30 years, beginning
wan an average capital exceedingly small:
and at what a rate ar'e they now going on to
accumulate? The growing demand for labor
there is evinced by the continued influx of
poor industrious men.' This checks the in
crease of average wealth, but it accelerates
the increase ofaggregate wealth. Nowhere
on earth, perhaps, in so large a community,
is there so rapid a development of all the
elements of a prosperous and refined civil,
ization as in Ohio. Her people, hastily
gathered from half the nations of Europe,
and half the States of the Union, form as
yet a crude mass, fermenting like new
wine. With much ongiaal imourity, soci--

ciety is working itself clear; the young
population is nearly all at school; and
when it comes forth to act its part, what

lave-noidm- g community on earth can show
such glorious results of slavery as Ohio
will then show of what man can do under
the beneficent influences of universal lib.
rty, universal education, and universal

induatrv !

We are getting on slowly with Mr.
isher. We have reviewed but six pages

of the thirty-si- x in his pamphlst. But let
not the reader be ahirmed lest we should
continue at this alow rate. These six pages
contain the foundation of hia argument.
ah tne rest is superstructure, some or it so
ight and nimsyi. that

v
we

.
shall...not need

even to touch it. we thought it best to
tear up his foundation thoroughly and effect-
ually. Then the superstructure would fall
of itself. Where it has some appearance of
solidity, we shall give it a slight push, suf
ficient to make it fall in pieces. We wish.
as we go along, not merely to refute, but to
present facts and principles, which, besides
removing the enois ol Mr. Fisher, shall
furnish the reader with the means of form-- 1

ing a right decision on the great question
now under discussion in Kentucky.

If we have heretofore occupied much
more space in reiuung, than Air. Fisher
occupied in presenting, his erroneous area- -t..l l 1.1.menu, let it oe considered mat a booby can
in five minutes so tangle a bank of yarn
that a philosopher could hardly disentangle
it in a day; much more, then, can such a
genius as Mr. Fisher no iUrng J misap-
ply a few facta and principles, that such
plodders as we are must take nearly a page
to set half-a-doze- n lines to rights. But let
us proceed.

On page 7 he attempts to justify bis
method of considering slaves merely as
property, like hogs and mules adding
their estimated value to the wealth, deduct-
ing their number from the population, and
then calculating the wealth of a State upon
the basis of its free population only. We
have said enough heretofore to expose this
statistical trickery, so we shall leave his
flimsy justification to fall by its own ab-
surdity. But in the following sentence he
tells such a rousing fib, that we must quote
and contradict him. He says: "The
Southern States are still wealthier than the
Northern, counting the slaves as persons,
and leaving them out as property."

Now this is an assertion which he has
not proved, and cannot prove, and cannot
render even plausible to the most superficial
reader, without falsifying facts, and coutra-dietin- g

the plainest evidence, both direct
and circumstantial and what is more, con-
tradicting himself, where, in his seal for
the course of slavery, he most inconsistently
attributes to the tariff policy the ruin of
Southern commerce and manufactures; and
looking on the desolation of Southern
cities, from afar the obsolete
howl of the South Carolina wolves of nul-
lification. -

On page 8 he says: 'The triumph of
southern enterprise and capital in the accu-
mulation of wealth being established as a
ao demands an investigation of its cau

ses.' -

This is quite philosophical. . First make
sure of your fact; then search for the tohy
snd the vhertby. But what if the fact be
not established; if the triumph of southern
enterprise and capital be in fact defeat?--
What then? Still we must search for the
causes. - This we intend to do: and more-
over, we shall show that Mr. Fisher's a,
signed causes of the supposed triumph, are
the very causes of the actual defeat. ' But
before we follow his investigation of causes,
we shall give additional evidence that the
shout of triumph is premature, i ..

We shall not be so unreasonable ai to
conclude from two or three assessments of
taxable property, that the south is on the
whole either more or less wealthy than the
north. VVe shsll take the best evidence
that can be had, which is the returns of the
last census. , , These, though of course lia-
ble to some error, are not liable to the ma-
terial , objection that we have shown to lie
against : State assessments, as evidence of
comparative wealth. The census had no
reference to taxation, ,and presented little
temptation to falsify in answering questions
about the products of industry, it had ref.
erence to precisely the same matters, and
was . conducted on the same principles, in
all the States. Obviously, . therefore, it is
far . more reliable evidence of comparative
wealth, than State assessments,, and the
false' conjectural estimates, on which Mr.
Fisher relies in making out the wealth of
Virginia and Massachusetts. ,, .r , , ;
r .The census furnished returns of animal
products and live stock in the department'
of Agriculture; of annual products and cap.
ital in the department of .Manufactures and
mechanical trader, and of, capital invested
in Commerce." . Still 'it omitted to furnish
information respecting the-valu- e of land,
the amount of capital invested ia roads and
canals end the profits derived from it, and
the amount of other slocks and moneyed
capital in the several States. As the fire

States are known to have a great superiori.
ty in all these particulars, it is evident that
any estimate of comparative wealth, dedu
ced trom the census alone, will present the
south in too favorable a light. Let this be
borne in mind. -

Professor Tucker, late of the University
of Virginia, in his work on the 'Progress of
D..l..: i r , ii uuuiouuij, uiu. gives a calculation oasea
on the census, of the value of all the pro
ducts or industry in the year 1939. We
have already alluded to this. He aimed at
impartiality; but after a carefal examina
tion made two ears ago, we think that he
erred in favor oi the south. But let that
pass. .. We will give the lesults of his caL
culation. After estimating the total value
oi products m each State, he divided that
sum by the population, and thus found the
average value per head, of the products of
industry lor one year. He was not so blind-
ed by admiration of slavery, as to include
in his calculation all the free-labore- rs of the
north, while he excluded the slave-labore- rs

of the south. Therefore, his calculations.
so far as they are correctly made, exhibit
the comparative productiveness of labor in
the free and alaveholding States.

The following tables present the results
oi ms calculations:

TABLE I.
Shoving the total talv (A Product of Labor

( tear IW), and IA Averagt Valuiftf
ttaa ine royuiaxxn, in Stvtnite states:

Popnla. fToUl Vail,-,- ;
STATE3. Uon la of -

140. Products.

Main, - 501.800 $26,463,000 S2
Nsw Hampshire. 284,600; 19,526.000, 69

rmont. 291,900! 25,143.000' 85
MsssachuMtts. "37,700, 75.470.0U0; 103
Roods bland. 108,800' 13,001.000 120
ConnflcUcat, 310,000 23,024,000 W

Nsw Eogland. - 2,234800 $167,627,000 tb4

N.wY.rk. --

Nsw
2,428900 $193,806,000 $79

Jsrssy, .. 373,300) 29,672,000 79
PsODsylrania, 1.724000, 131,034,000 76

Middlo States. -- '4,526200 $354,512,000 179

Virgin!., - 1.239 800' $76,709,000) $63
Carulias, -- ! 753,400! 32,422,0Oii 44

. Carolina, 594.400' 27,174,0001 45
Gsorgia, 691.400 35.080.00CN 52

Southern State. 3.279 000 $171,335,000 $52

Tanne 829J 37,973,0001 $43
Kentucky, 779,1.800 38.624.00tt 49
Ohio, 1,519500! 63,907,000 42
Indiana, . 655,900; 23,533,0001 34

TABLE 11.

Shoving the total ralu of th Agricultural Pro
duct of tht hri Stales in 1839, and LU arer-cg- t

product of tack persvn engaged in
'

St 3 . Valsoof Af- - Av'g
STATES. 2?52 5 rieaharai tal.parrrod act, parson

Maine, 101.630 $15,856,000 $156
New Hampshire, 77,949 11.379,000 lit
Varment, - - 73.150 17,879.000 245
M.wrh.Miu, . V737 lb066,000 1B3
Rhode Island, 16,617 2,199,000 132
Connecticut, 50,51$ ll72,000( 225

New England. 407,701 $74,750,000 $183

New York,- - - 455,954 1108,275.000 $237-Ne- w

Jersey,- - 56,701 16.210.000 26
Pennsylvania, 207,533 68481,000' 330

Middle States. 720,188 $192,966,000, $268

Virginia. - 318,771 $59,086,000 $1S5
N.Carolina, - 217,095 26,976,000 124
S.Carolina, - 198,363 21,554,000. 109
Georgia., - - - 209,283 31,46800, 150

Southern States, 943,612 139,084.000; $147

Tennessee, - 227,739 $31,661,000 $139
Kentscky. - 197,73t- - 29.227,000' 148
Ohio 272,579 37,802,000 139
Indiana. - - - 148,806 1748,000' 115

The reader can see for himself, that ac
cording to Prof. Tucker the results are in
favor of the old free Slates, whether we
take the whole products of industry in all
departments, or take agricultural products
separately. The old alaveholding States
are sadly behind in both. We remarked
before that Mr. Tucker overrates the agri
cultural products of Virginia, for reasons
that we gave aud know to be true. Having
inhabited the State but a few years, he had
not the accurate knowledge of it. which a
native observer could acquire. A truer es.
timate makes the average product of Virgin
ian agriculture about 9133 per head, or ta
king in only the elements used by Mr.
Tucker, 9140, or perhaps a little more.

The older western States fail behind in
the result, notwithstanding the superior fer-

tility of their soiL . This leads us to make
an important observation, without which we
cannot draw accurate inferences from these
tables, respecting the comparative prosperi-
ty of States. No allowance is mad in
them for improvements on land, effected by
the labor of the occupants; nor for the dif
ference between the two systems of agricul
ture, the one ol which improves, snd the
other exhausts, the soil from year to year.

By improvements on land, we mean
clearing, fencing, draining, building, and
whatever else may occupy the farmer a la-
bor, before he has brought a new farm into
full and profitable cultivation. - A settler on
wild lends has at first to expend most of
his labor on such improvements. - It is
only after a lapse of years perhaps 20
than he can employ his labor as fully and
as productively in ' tilling the soil as the
farmer of an old country. Up to this pe
riod, his improvements constitute a portion
of his annual products. ; They are as profits.
ble to bun as the same amount of later
employed in tillage is to others. But they
do not appear in the returns of the census.
,ini new bta'.e, rapidly increasing in its
gricultural population, this part of its an

nual products is a large portion of the
whole. In an old State, with an almost
stationary population, it is next to nothing.

now u ait. f isatr, q any body else,
hould be disposed to. Doonce noon the
act, that in th second of the foreeoice
tables the average, produce appears to be
more to the hand, in Kentucky than in
Ohio and Indiana, we appeal to his com-
mon sense to ssy whether a due allow,
ance for the comparative age and growth
of these .States will not turn the scale

gainst, Kentucky, . In the table, the actual
produce of Ohio is, vsry , little less per
band than that of Kentucky; but the propor.
lion of labor expanded ten years ago In the
improvement of land, was certainly not less
than twice as grett in, the free, State.. .This
wouU give Ohio a decided preponderance
in the cornpariao.o, ladiana waa in 1839
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81 new a country, that the result, as iJcated in the tables, exhibits a repii in-
crease of agricultural wealth. Missouri, a
slave-holdin-g State not included in the . ta.
ble, fell below Indiana. .

CVO X COTTHCItt.

RELIGIOUS INTELLIGENCE. '

Fauimaux CxxtaAi. AsnxLv Nrw
school, Lat Day. TUe Ceraai;U cil
Kscords of the Synod of Peoria, reported.
the recall f Uelr examination of thec, rnr.
various Irregularities ia tho manner ef kpierthe minutes of toe Synod. They pointed out.vithout comment, a resolution to exclude freia.ts pulpits all ministers who ma
od la Lne sin ef iarery. The report was ac-
cepted. ,

Ioave was rranted to the stated n.:V r tW.
Assembly to speak upon ihe subject f th. re
vision of tho standards, a report on which iisv
bad made at the openlorof the AiaemM,- - fr..m

Committee of the last AeaemWy. " H, con-
cluded by recommending to Uaceaetceratoa sis
overtures to be submitted La the Proobyleriee.
relating to the appellate jurisdiction, j re r safemeetings aad ratio of representation. These
were taken up and passed by the Assembly.

A report was made on tho eabtect at th.
poeitioa for a mors isiiaaie ceuaanotion with
the Cumberland Presbyterian Church.

The Committee reported that a eomnUt. ..i.of tho two Churches was tKDru-tir.hr- . k
that the obstacles to a more intimata rona.e.
Uoa were much lees tbsa had been saariiv
supposed. They recommended sever ti reaoia-liea- s,

tho first of which wss taken up and adopt-sd- .
It provides for the interchange of delegate

betweaa th sssemblles of the twa haH Tv.
Chairman of tho Committee, er. Mr. Wing-- ,

was appointed to convey tho sunouacemeat of
tho actioa of the Aseembly.

Rev. Mr. McMillan was sppolated the dV
fmtsto th Camber Iand PreaOTterien Church,
otiiu mm mt. air. r log as his alter na:.

Tha special committee en the subiect of Sla.
very made a report, which was received m,th
much solemnity, th impression seeming Jo
prevail that Iroabl was to be anticipated from

Bgiiauon oi lqo mailer. The report was
upon memorials from four Synods, thirteen
presbyteries, one church, and one Individual, ail
aaking tho freeing of tb church from el! par-
ticipation la th Sin of Siaverv. on Dreobvterr
even threatening secession, unless something
was don for that pnrpoae. The report was
quite sa ableone.recomtuendiog that Uie action
oi an loo lormer rreebyteriaa Aswrnbl ee be

aad from th extract they made from
th minute oa th subject, they ecuced the fet-low-

propositions, which they recommended
to the adoption of the Assetnbl j :

1st. Tho right of man to civil liberty.
2d. Slavery ie anrighteoas and opposed to th

interests of all concerned ia it.
3rd. Tho duty of Christians to us ail nirhteeua

endeavors to effect the extirpation of the evil.
nn. enjoining upon Christians to abstaia

from buying and selling slaves, undue severitv
to them, or th separation of tho mem here of
families, by any act of theirs.

5th. The Assembly knows of no members at
the Church participating la the evile alluded to.
but if there are any, the attention of th woo
er church judicatories is called to th same.

Ih report was received with ceaarai favor.
and a motion waa made to adopt iu

Pesdisg this. Rev. Mr. Bassett offered the fol
lowing sabeUtate:

Arse.'setf, That blaverv ia a treat sin be
fore God and man, and should bo treated bv tho
Church ia tho same way as other gross immor-
alities.

Upon this reeolutioa he addressed th Assem
bly at length, giving a wtd ecepe to his re-
marks en th vices ef Siaverv.

Mr. Bassett spoks until the hour of the
th morning session.

Ia th afternoon tho debate wss reeum, ami
several speeches, remarkable ior fervid elo-
quence, were delivered by Chief Justice Horn-blowe- r,

and Rev. Messrs. Beecher, Bollard snd
others, after which tho vet waa taken, and th
aubsutut of Mr. Bassett was lost, snd th
original report was adopted by a very larg ma-
jority.

Mr. Tyler, of Mississippi, sffered sa addition-
al resolaUoa, but afterwards withdrew it.

Lsport Presbytery, ladiana, was erased
from the roll, having gone into another Presby-
tery.

Rev. Messrs. Hatfield, Spear, and E. A. Camp
bell, wereeppeiuted a CommilWs to prepsrs a
direst for publication.

Tho Chair appointed the Committee to con-
sider the subject of appointing Delegates to th
Old School Assembly, as follows: Rev. Mor
Braiserd, Ludlow aad Hammer, aad Elders
Whits sod Ray bold.

Tho asuil narrative of tho stats of religion
was read by the Committee oa the subject. It
gavs an encouraging account of the improved
condition of the Church; and among its state-- 1

meats we noUced one. that tho Southern Pies-byterl- e

were paying increased attention to th
religious Instruction of tho colored population. '

It recorded tha deaths ef 39 clergy men ef th
Charch during tho past year.

After tho transaction of some unimportant
business, tie minutes wsrs read and adopted,
snd th Asssmbly then adjouraed sine dl.Pkil. Itenk Ar.2Stk.

Lisr.au Missiom. At th mseting of th
Bishops of th Msthodist Episcopal Church,,
assembled la New York oa tho lSth last, th
Rsv. Nicholas S. Baatlaa, of Llinois, was ap-

pointed superintendent of tha Msthodist Mis--,

slon at Liberie, Africa. He will probably pro-

ceed to his destination by the first opportunity.

AGRICULTURAL. -

FaorrrasLl Ccltitatio. The Middlsees
(Mass.) Agricultural Society, awarded thea .
first premium on farms to that of Gsorge Pierc
of YVeet Cambridge. This (arm consists of only
forty acres. It la devoted to the cultivation of
vegetable aad fruits for the Boot market. Ia
addition to the ordinary articles of th kite he
garden, it la mentioned that about thre aerts
of ground art devoted to dandelions, which It le
said "afford a rich retara for th labor aad ex--
Dsns of cukivatiOB." , A large per Uoa ef Ue .
farm produces thre crops la a steaoa "first,. .
radishes and sarfy peas second, potatoes stcue am be re aad next, celery, cabbages, 4,e- -

Tho following ia tho statement ef th eaeeaeee
snd lb valus af th produce, as give to the ,
committee whs examined the farm: .
Hands employed from April to Octa- -,

aer, ai aa average or si pet
meato, - . . --

Labor
f 6?2 01

paid by th day, - . WOO
Board of men at 110 per mania, . . 430 00
Night soil froca Ua vaults, - --
Manure

30 Ot)
from ons stable ia Boston --

. 400 00
Teamlag la same, --

Man
300 (W 1

are from one stable la Charles-tow- a,

the produce ef 44 horse, st
$10 per horse, delivered oa tho
farm, " - . . . .. 440 CO

Manure from Porter's stable la Cam-
bridge, thirty cards at 95 50 per . 1 M- . ,

'eord, ..,,..... , lii V ,,

$2,507 00
Proceedings f sales from March 3d

. to September 23d. sa rsaderwd iy
th Market-me-n, of which a daily
aeeoaat Is kept, - $4,544 79

.so 1 ta,037 7

Showiai a balaaea af $2,037 79 la favor sf
th farm, exclusive ot th aropa oa th laad ew
the 23d of September, which- - tho eommitu ; ,

says, are "probably worth as much mor,' t, ,

FATTXinea. Uoa. Fanaere ght te know :

that spring pigs, f any ef the lata iapproved . 4breed, if welt fed all tho tiwte, caa b mac
heavy enough by December and January f say

.

from 190 t 250 lb , average net weight) to r

bring the sesf price tha packer gtv for say;
and that tea, as less east t tha farmer than la
any thf way. that includes aa astra w latere '

U "(-i'l.i-
- '.Zr.i

. Ths most desirable hogs to Jie geaeralUy o ,
paeksra, especially sine the English market be "

boon opened to as, are tho weighing from ISO
te 50, fat gad amaJ) heaed, Ok Cultivator- -

it

.; r- - . i
Ml

i

ji ..r


